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Remarks 

Applicant elects Group I of claims 1-54 without traverse dated 1 1/13/06. 
Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the disclosed invention is 
inoperative and therefore lacks utility. All claims fail to include any input step or module, 
output step or module, and the processing (between input and output) step of module. 
They are inoperative by lacking essential and workable features. 

Claims 1-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed inventions 
are directed to non-statutory subject matter. The claims seemingly refer to a computer 
program or an abstract idea which both are non-statutory matter. Claims 1 , 8, 15 
reciting a single means of an user interface alone without any link to any hardware 
component is directed to non-statutory subject matter too. It is not patent eligible 
subject matter in accordance with In re Warmerdam, 31 USPQ 2d, 1354. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 5-14, 21, 22, 29, 36-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 
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In Claim 5, "ordering" is vague whether it is a list, ranking, a request, an order, a 

web site permission or a user permission. "Before" is vague to the claimed invention 

t 

because it does not tell whether it is shown "before" in time aspect or location aspect. 

Claim 6 is vague by virtue of its dependency on claim 5. 

In Claim 7, "purposeful omission from display" is vague because it is not defined. 
Is purposeful omission determined by an administrator, a pc, a user or a corresponding 
URL? 

In Claim 8-12, "maturity" is vague whether it is referred to age requirement, 
knowledge level requirement for entry, the process of content completion (such as the 
finished or unfinished content). 

Claim 13 is vague by virtue of its dependency on claim 12. 

In Claim 14, "purposeful omission from display" is vague because it is not 
defined. Is purposeful omission determined by an administrator, a pc, a user or a 
corresponding URL? "the indication of availability" lacks antecedent basis. 

Claims 9-14 are vague by virtue of their dependency on claim 8. 

In Claim 21 , "rich media" is vague. How rich is rich? 

In Claim 22, "age appropriateness" is vague whether it is referred to the age of 
the content or the content description for certain age group of viewers. 

In Claim 29, "a metric related to people known to the user" is vague whether it is 
referred a situation that the person (of the people) and user know each other or the 
person is known to the user but the person does not know the user. Also, "the people" 
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is vague whether it is referred to fictional (e.g. Harry Potter), historic (e.g. Christopher 
Columbus), existing (still live), or non-existing people (dead). 

In Claim 36, "ordering" is vague whether it is a list, ranking, a request, an order, a 
web site permission or a user permission. 

Claims 37-46 are vague by virtue of their dependency on claim 36. 

In Claims 38-46, "Before" is vague to the claimed invention because it does not 
tell whether it is shown "before" in time aspect or location aspect. 

In Claims 46 and 54, "people known" is vague. Please see the above rejection of 
claim 29. 

In Claims 47-54, "purposeful omission" is vague because it is not defined. Is 
purposeful omission determined by an administrator, a pc, a user or a corresponding 
URL? 

In Claim 54, "threshold" is vague and indefinite. The claim does not specify what 
it is (number of people, percentage, a calculated number from a formula?). 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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Claims 1-28, 30-37, 48, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
as being anticipated by Snyder (6,643,641). 

Regarding Claim 1 , Snyder discloses a search tool graphical user interface, 
comprising: 

- search criteria selected by an operator of the search tool (See abstract) 

- one or more search results that correspond to the search criteria (See Figure 
3); and 

- an indication of availability of content corresponding to the one or more 
search results (See Figure 3, Col. 2, lines 49-67, Col. 3, line 50 to Col. 4, line 
40, Col. 19, lines 20-38). 

Regarding Claim 2, Snyder discloses that the indication of availability includes a 
textual message proximate to the search result for which the indication of availability is 
being rendered (See Col. 3, line 50 to Col. 4, line 40, and Col. 5, line 15 to Col. 6, line 
54, Col. 19, lines 20-38). 

Regarding Claim 3, Snyder discloses that the indication of availability includes a 
graphical icon (35) proximate to the search result for which the indication of availability 
is being rendered. (See Figure 3) 

Regarding Claim 4, Snyder discloses the icon is selectable to reveal text 
describing the availability of content corresponding to the search result for which the 
indication of availability is being rendered. (See Col. 3, line 50 to Col. 4, line 40, and 
Col. 5, line 15 to Col. 6, line 54, Col. 19, lines 20-38). 
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Regarding Claim 5, Synder discloses (See Col. 2, lines 38-58, Col. 3, line 50 to 
Col. 4, line 24) that the indication of availability includes an ordering of search results, 
the ordering including search results corresponding to available content (all existing web 
pages that meet the search criteria) before search results corresponding to unavailable 
content (no longer exist). 

Regarding Claim 6, Synder discloses that the ordering includes display of a 
heading (each linked page has a heading) that inherently distinguishes search results 
corresponding to available content from search results corresponding to unavailable 
content since the link will direct the user to a window telling the user the link is no longer 
exist which is very common in Internet world. 

Regarding Claim 7, Synder discloses that the indication of availability includes 
display of search results corresponding to available content and purposeful omission 
from display of search results corresponding to unavailable content since the search 
result will display the link will direct the user to a window telling the user the link is no 
longer exist which is very common in Internet world. 

Regarding Claim 8, Snyder discloses a search tool graphical user interface, 
comprising: 

- search criteria selected by an operator of the search tool (See Abstract, 
Figure 3); 

- one or more search results that correspond to the search criteria (See Figure 
3); and 
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- an indication of maturity of content corresponding to the one or more search 
results (See Figure 3, Col. 2, lines 49-67, Col. 3, line 50 to Col. 4, line 40). 

Regarding Claim 9, Snyder discloses that the indication of maturity includes a 
textual message proximate to the search result for which the indication of availability is 
being rendered (See Figure 3). 

Regarding Claim 10, Synder discloses that the indication of maturity includes a 
graphical icon proximate to the search result for which the indication of availability is 
being rendered (See Figure 3). 

Regarding Claim 1 1 , Synder discloses that the icon is selectable to reveal text 
describing the maturity of content (adult content) corresponding to the search result for 
which the indication of maturity is being rendered (See Col. 9, line 62 to Col. 10, line 
38). 

Regarding Claim 12, Synder discloses that the indication of maturity (adult 
content) includes an ordering of search results, the ordering including search results 
corresponding to content appropriate for minors (child protection) before search results 
corresponding to content inappropriate for minors. (See Col. 9, line 62 to Col. 10, line 

38). 

Regarding Claim 13, Synder discloses that the ordering includes display of a 
heading that distinguishes search results corresponding to content appropriate 
(academic) for minors from search results corresponding to content inappropriate (adult 
content) for minors. (See Col. 9, line 62 to Col. 10, line 38). 
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Regarding Claim 14, Synder discloses that the indication of availability includes 
display of search results corresponding to content inappropriate (adult content) for 
minors and purposeful omission (child protection) from display of search results 
corresponding to content inappropriate (adult content) for minors. (See Col. 9, line 62 to 
Col. 10, line 17). 

Regarding Claim 15, Synder discloses a search tool graphical user interface, 
comprising: 

- search criteria selected by an operator of the search tool (See Abstract, 
Figure 3); 

- one or more search results that correspond to the search criteria (See Figure 
3); and 

- an indication of characteristics displayed for one or more of the search , 
results. (See Figure 3, Col. 2, lines 49-67, Col. 3, line 50 to Col. 4, line 40). 

Regarding Claim 16, Synder discloses that an indication of characteristics is 
displayed for each of the search results. (See Figure 3). 

Regarding Claim 17, Synder discloses that the characteristics include an 
availability for display of content in response to selection of the search result such that 
at least one of the search results is displayed with an indication that content 
corresponding to the search result is available for display in response to selection of the 
search result (See Figure 3, Col. 19, lines 20-38). 

Regarding Claim 18, Synder discloses that the characteristics include a presence 
of advertisements such that at least one of the search results is displayed with an 
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indication of the presence of advertisements that will be rendered upon selection of a 
content corresponding to the at least one of the search results (See Col. 10, lines 39-59, 
and Col. 30, lines 10-20). 

Regarding Claim 19, pop-up advertisements are commonly known and available 
in Internet world. Since Synder discloses that the search report could contain 
advertisements in Internet (See Col. 10, lines 39-59, and Col. 30, lines 10-20), Synder 
inherently contains pop-up advertisements that meet the criteria. 

Regarding Claim 20, pop-under advertisements are commonly known and 
available in Internet world. Since Synder discloses that the search report could contain 
advertisements in Internet (See Col. 10, lines 39-59, and Col. 30, lines 10-20), Synder 
inherently contains pop-down advertisements that meet the criteria. 

Regarding Claim 21 , media advertisements are commonly known and available 
in Internet world. Since Synder discloses that the search report could contain 
advertisements in Internet (See Col. 10, lines 39-59, and Col. 30, lines 10-20), and 
retrieve media information such as video, audio, image formats (See Col. 24, lines 21- 
67 and Col. 25, lines 1-22), Synder inherently contains media advertisements that meet 
the criteria. 

Regarding Claim 22, Synder discloses that the characteristics include an age 
appropriateness (for adults or children) such that at least one of the search results is 
displayed with an indication of the age appropriateness of content corresponding to the 
at least one of the search results (See Col. 9, line 62 to Col. 10, line 38). 
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Regarding Claim 23, Synder discloses that the characteristics include a file type 
such that at least one of the search results is displayed with an indication of the file type 
(sound, animated, video, etc) included in content to be rendered in response to 
selection of the at least one of the search results (See Col. 10, lines 39-59, and Col. 30, 
lines 10-20, Col. 24, lines 21-67 and Col. 25, lines 1-22). 

Regarding Claim 24, Synder discloses that the characteristics include a presence 
of multimedia content such that at least one of the search results is displayed with an 
indication of the presence of multimedia content included in content to be rendered in 
response to selection of the at least one of the search results (See Col. 10, lines 39-59, 
and Col. 30, lines 10-20, Col. 24, lines 21-67 and Col. 25, lines 1-22). 

Regarding Claim 25, Synder discloses that the characteristics include sources of 
the one or more search results such that at least one of the search results is displayed 
with an indication of the source of content to be rendered in response to selection of the 
at least one search result. (See abstract, Col. 1, lines 1-67). 

Regarding Claim 26, message board is commonly known and available in 
Internet world. Since Synder shows that the sources could be any URLs (any web 
pages) (See Col. 1, lines 1-67 and abstract), Synder' s invention can inherently reach 
and extract information from a web page or web site that include a message board 
through a web crawler to retrieve its matched information from any source (URLs) 
including message board which is not restricted or required password entry. 

Regarding Claim 27, Regarding Claim 26, discussion forum is commonly known 
and available in Internet world. Since Synder shows that the sources could be any 
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URLs (any web pages) (See Col. 1 , lines 1-67 and abstract), Synder's invention can 
inherently reach and extract information from a web page or web site that include a 
discussion forum through a web crawler to retrieve its matched information from any 
source (URLs) including a discussion forum which is not restricted or required password 
entry. 

Regarding Claim 28, Synder discloses that the source includes a web page (See 
abstract, Col. 1, lines 1-67). 

Regarding Claim 30, Synder discloses that the indication of the characteristics 
includes a textual message proximate to the search result for which a characteristics 
indication is being rendered. (See Col. 3, line 50 to Col. 4, line 40, and Col. 5, line 15 to 
Col. 6, line 54, Col. 19, lines 20-38). 

Regarding Claim 31 , Synder discloses that the indication of the characteristics 
includes a graphical icon proximate to the search result for which a characteristics 
indication is being rendered (See Figure 3). 

Regarding Claim 32, Synder discloses that the icon is selectable to reveal text 
describing the characteristics of the search result for which the icon is rendered. (See 
Figure 3, Col. 3, line 50 to Col. 4, line 40, and Col. 5, line 15 to Col. 6, line 54,. Col. 19, 
lines 20-38). 

Regarding Claim 33, Synder discloses that the icon is selectable to reveal text 
describing the means of identifying the characteristics of the search result for which the 
icon is rendered. (See Figure 3, Col. 3, line 50 to Col. 4, line 40, and Col. 5, line 15 to 
Col. 6, line 54, Col. 19, lines 20-38). 
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Regarding Claim 34, Synder discloses that the indication of the characteristics 
includes multiple graphical icons proximate to the search result for which the multiple 
graphical icons (35) are displayed. (See Figure 3, Col. 3, line 50 to Col. 4, line 40, and 
Col. 5, line 15 to Col. 6, line 54, Col. 19, lines 20-38). 

Regarding Claim 35, Synder discloses that each of the multiple graphical icons is 
selectable to reveal text describing the characteristics of the search result for which the 
multiple graphical icons (35) are rendered represented. (See Figure 3, Col. 3, line 50 to 
Col. 4, line 40, and Col. 5, line 15 to Col. 6, line 54, Col. 19, lines 20-38). 

Regarding Claim 36, Synder discloses that the indication of the characteristics 
includes an ordering (a list) of the search results (See Figure 3 and Col. 9, line 62 to 
Col. 10, line 38). 

Regarding Claim 37, Synder discloses that ordering includes display of a heading 
that distinguishes (descriptions are different) at least one set of search results from 
another based on the characteristics therefore (See Figure 3). 

Regarding Claim 48, Synder discloses that the indication of the characteristics 
includes display of search results corresponding to age appropriate content and 
purposeful omission from display of search results corresponding to age inappropriate 
content. (See Col. 9, line 62 to Col. 10, line 17). 

Claims 1-4, 8-16, 22-28, 30-37, 40, as best understood, are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Bates et al. (2003/0188263). 

Regarding Claim 1, Bates discloses a search tool graphical user interface, 
comprising: 
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- search criteria selected by an operator of the search tool (See paragraphs 
0003-0006,0018-0019); 

- one or more search results that correspond to the search criteria (See 
paragraphs 001 8-001 9); and 

- an indication of availability of content corresponding to the one or more 
search results (See Figure 23, paragraphs 0054, 0057, 0060). 

Regarding Claim 2, Bates discloses that the indication of availability includes a 
textual message proximate to the search result for which the indication of availability is 
being rendered (See paragraphs 0004, 0005, 0018, 0057, 0094, 0112). 

Regarding Claim 3, Bates discloses that the indication of availability includes a 
graphical icon proximate to the search result for which the indication of availability is 
being rendered (See paragraph 0152). 

Regarding Claim 4, Bates discloses the icon is selectable to reveal text 
describing the availability of content corresponding to the search result for which the 
indication of availability is being rendered (See paragraphs 0005, 0018, 0019, 0054, 
0057,0060,0152). 

Regarding Claim 8, Bates discloses a search tool graphical user interface, 
comprising: 

- search criteria selected by an operator of the search tool (See paragraphs 
0003-0006,0018-0019); 

- one or more search results that correspond to the search criteria (See 
paragraphs 0018-0019); and 
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- an indication of maturity of content (pornographic) corresponding to the one 
or more search results. (See Figure 23, paragraphs 0054, 0057, 0060, 0120, 
0126). 

Regarding Claim 9, Bates discloses that the indication of maturity includes a 
textual message proximate to the search result for which the indication of availability is 
being rendered. (See paragraphs 0005, 0018, 0019, 0054, 0057, 0060, 0152). 

Regarding Claim 10, Bates discloses that the indication of maturity includes a 
graphical icon proximate to the search result for which the indication of availability is 
being rendered. (See paragraphs 0005, 0018, 0019, 0054, 0057, 0060, 0152, 0125- 
129). 

Regarding Claim 1 1 , Bates discloses that the icon is selectable to reveal text 
describing the maturity of content corresponding to the search result for which the 
indication of maturity is being rendered. (See paragraphs 0005, 0018, 0019, 0054, 
0057,0060,0152,0125-129). 

Regarding Claim 12, Bates discloses that the indication of maturity includes an 
ordering of search results, the ordering including search results corresponding to 
content appropriate for minors before search results corresponding to content 
inappropriate for minors. (See paragraphs 0005, 0018, 0019, 0054, 0057, 0060, 0152, 
0125-129). 

Regarding Claim 13, Bates discloses that the ordering includes display of a 
heading that distinguishes search results corresponding to content appropriate for 



Application/Control Number: 10/747,698 Page 15 

Art Unit: 2163 

minors from search results corresponding to content inappropriate for minors. (See 
paragraphs 0005, 0018, 0019, 0054, 0057, 0060, 0152, 0125-129). 

Regarding Claim 14, Bates discloses that the indication of availability includes 
display of search results corresponding to content inappropriate for minors and 
purposeful omission from display of search results corresponding to content 
inappropriate for minors (See paragraphs 0005, 0018, 0019, 0054, 0057, 0060, 0152, 
0125-129). 

Regarding Claim 15, discloses a search tool graphical user interface, comprising: 

- search criteria selected by an operator of the search tool; (See paragraphs 
0003-0006,0018-0019); 

- one or more search results that correspond to the search criteria (See 
paragraphs 0018-0019); and 

- an indication of characteristics displayed for one or more of the search 
results. (See Figure 23, paragraphs 0054, 0057, 0060, 0120, 0126). 

Regarding Claim 16, Bates discloses that an indication of characteristics is 
displayed for each of the search results. (See paragraphs 0005, 0018, 0019, 0054, 
0057,0060,0152). 

Regarding Claim 22, Bates discloses that the characteristics include an age 
appropriateness such that at least one of the search results is displayed with an 
indication of the age appropriateness of content corresponding to the at least one of the 
search results. (See Figure 23, paragraphs 0054, 0057, 0060, 0120, 0126). 
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Regarding Claim 23, Bates discloses that the characteristics include a file type 
such that at least one of the search results is displayed with an indication of the file type 
(video, graphical, audio, etc) included in content to be rendered in response to selection 
of the at least one of the search results (See paragraphs 0054, 0057). 

Regarding Claim 24, Bates discloses that the characteristics include a presence 
of multimedia content such that at least one of the search results is displayed with an 
indication of the presence of multimedia (video, graphical, audio, etc) content included 
in content to be rendered in response to selection of the at least one of the search 
results. (See paragraphs 0054, 0057). 

Regarding Claim 25, Bates discloses that the characteristics include sources of 
the one or more search results such that at least one of the search results is displayed 
with an indication of the source of content to be rendered in response to selection of the 
at least one search result (See paragraphs 0004, 0005, 0008, 0018, 0057, 0094, 0106, 
0112). 

Regarding Claim 26, 27, message board and discussion forum are commonly 
known and available in Internet world. Since Bates shows that the sources could be 
any URLs or web pages) (paragraphs 0004, 0008, 0106), Bates invention can inherently 
reach and extract information from a web page or web site that include a message 
board or discussion forum to retrieve its matched information from any source (URLs) 
including message board or discussion forum which is not restricted or required 
password entry. 
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Regarding Claim 28, Bates discloses that the source includes a web page (See 
paragraphs 0004, 0008, 0106). 

Regarding Claim 30, Bates discloses that the indication of the characteristics 
includes a textual message proximate to the search result for which a characteristics 
indication is being rendered. (See paragraphs 0004, 0005, 0008, 0018, 0057, 0.094, 
0106,0112). 

Regarding Claim 31 , Bates discloses that the indication of the characteristics 
includes a graphical icon proximate to the search result for which a characteristics 
indication is being rendered. 

Regarding Claim 32, Bates discloses that the icon is selectable to reveal text 
describing the characteristics of the search result for which the icon is rendered. (See 
paragraphs 0004, 0005, 0008, 0018, 0057, 0094, 0106, 0112). 

Regarding Claim 33, Bates discloses that the icon is selectable to reveal text 
describing the means of identifying the characteristics of the search result for which the 
icon is rendered. (See paragraphs 0004, 0005, 0008, 0018, 0057, 0094, 0106, 0112). 

Regarding Claim 34, Bates discloses that the indication of the characteristics 
includes multiple graphical icons proximate to the search result for which the multiple 
graphical icons are displayed (See paragraph 0152 and table 1). 

Regarding Claim 35, Bates discloses that each of the multiple graphical icons is 
selectable to reveal text describing the characteristics of the search result for which the 
multiple graphical icons are rendered represented. (See paragraph 0152 and table 1). 
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Regarding Claim 36, Bates discloses that the indication of the characteristics 
includes an ordering of the search results (Table 1 and Figure 3, paragraphs 0004, 
0005,0061). 

Regarding Claim 37, Bates discloses that ordering includes display of a heading 
(title) that inherently distinguishes at least one set of search results from another based 
on the characteristics therefore since each web sites are different (Table 1 and Figure 

3). 

Regarding Claim 40, Bates discloses that ordering includes search results 
corresponding to age appropriate content before search results corresponding to age 
inappropriate content (pornographic). (See Figure 23, paragraphs 0054, 0057, 0060, 
0120,0126). 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 38-45, 47-53, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Snyder (6,643,641). 

Regarding Claim 38, Synder teaches that the search engine accepts user user- 
submitted search criteria and the search results can be ranked, subdivided into 
categories (See Col. 5, line 34 to Col. 6, line 28, Col. 28, 5-29). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art to add any desired categories to generate an 
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ordering including newly discovered search results before (in location aspect on the 
result list) previously displayed search results yielded from a prior search of the search 
criteria in order to meet user's or programmer's choices involving simple (html) 
programming skill. 

Regarding Claim 39, Synder teaches that the search engine accepts user user- 
submitted search criteria and the search results can be ranked, subdivided into 
categories (See Col. 5, line 34 to Col. 6, line 28, Col. 28, 5-29). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art to add any desired categories to generate an 
ordering including search results corresponding to available content before search 
results corresponding to unavailable content in order to meet user's or programmer's 
choices involving simple (html) programming skill. (See Col. 3, line 50 to Col. 4, line 40, 
and Col. 5, line 15 to Col. 6, line 54, Col. 19, lines 20-38). 

Regarding Claim 40, Synder teaches that the search engine accepts user user- 
submitted search criteria and the search results can be ranked, subdivided into 
categories (See Col. 5, line 34 to Col. 6, line 28, Col. 28, 5-29). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art to add any desired categories to generate an 
ordering including search results corresponding to age appropriate content before 
search results corresponding to age inappropriate content in order to meet user's or 
programmer's choices involving simple (html) programming skill. (See Figure 3, Col. 9, 
line 62 to Col. 10, line 38). 

Regarding Claim 41 , Synder teaches that the search engine accepts user user- 
submitted search criteria and the search results can be ranked, subdivided into 
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categories (See Col. 5, line 34 to Col. 6, line 28, Col. 28, 5-29). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art to add any desired categories to generate an 
ordering including search results corresponding to content without advertisements 
before search results corresponding to content with advertisements in order to meet 
user's or programmer's choices involving simple (html) programming skill. (See Col. 10, 
lines 39-59, and Col. 30, lines 10-20). 

Regarding Claim 42, Synder teaches that the search engine accepts user user- 
submitted search criteria and the search results can be ranked, subdivided into 
categories (See Col. 5, line 34 to Col. 6, line 28, Col. 28, 5-29). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art to add any desired categories to generate an 
ordering includes search results corresponding to content of a first file type displayed 
before search results corresponding to content of a second file type in order to meet 
user's or programmer's choices involving simple (html) programming skill. (See Col. 10, 
lines 39-59, and Col. 30, lines 10-20, Col. 24, lines 21-67 and Col. 25, lines 1-22). 

Regarding Claim 43, Synder teaches that the search engine accepts user user- 
submitted search criteria and the search results can be ranked, subdivided into 
categories (See Col. 5, line 34 to Col. 6, line 28, Col. 28, 5-29). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art to add any desired categories to generate an 
ordering includes search results corresponding to content with multimedia content 
before search results corresponding to content without multimedia content in order to 
meet user's or programmer's choices involving simple (html) programming skill. (See 
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Col. 10, lines 39-59, and Col. 30, lines 10-20, Col. 24, lines 21-67 and Col. 25, lines 1- 

22). 

Regarding Claim 44, Synder teaches that the search engine accepts user user- 
submitted search criteria and the search results can be ranked, subdivided into 
categories (See Col. 5, line 34 to Col. 6, line 28, Col. 28, 5-29). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art to add any desired categories to generate an 
ordering includes search results corresponding to content without multimedia content 
before search results corresponding to content with multimedia content in order to meet 
user's or programmer's choices involving simple (html) programming skill. (See Col. 10, 
lines 39-59, and Col. 30, lines 10-20, Col. 24, lines 21-67 and Col. 25, lines 1-22). 

Regarding Claim 45, Synder teaches that the search engine accepts user user- 
submitted search criteria and the search results can be ranked, subdivided into 
categories (See Col. 5, line 34 to Col. 6, line 28, Col. 28, 5-29). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art to add any desired categories to generate an 
ordering includes search results corresponding to content from a first source displayed 
before search results corresponding to content from a second source in order to meet 
user's or programmer's choices involving simple (html) programming skill. (See Col. 10, 
lines 39-59, and Col. 30, lines 10-20, Col. 24, lines 21-67 and Col. 25, lines 1-22). 

Regarding Claims 47-53, Snyder teaches that the search engine can limit the 
number of web pages (See Col. 3, lines 3-8), generate report meeting the inputted 
criteria (See Col. 3, line 27 to Col. 4, line 59), provide categorizing technique (See Col. 
5, line 34 to Col. 6, line 28, Col. 28, 5-29, Col. 9, line 62 to Col. 10, line 38). It would 
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have been obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art to provide "purposeful omission" 
or omit particular category (e.g. unavailable, advertisements, adult content, video, 
audio) of results in order to meet user's or programmer's choices involving simple (html) 
programming skill. Further, there are many software programs nowadays available in 
market such as anti-virus, filter, firewall, or password entry portal for allowing users to 
pick their selected categories of URLs. Such limitations are not novelty. 

Claims 29, 46, 54, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Synder (6,643,641) in view of Bates et ah (2003/0188263). 

Regarding Claims 29, 46, 54, Bates teaches a manner of displaying percentage 
of targets visited (See paragraphs 0141, 0142, 0152). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to use percentage of targets visited as a category in 
Snyder to provide "purposeful omission" or omit particular category (visitors percentage, 
number of viewers) of results in order to meet user's or programmer's choices involving 
simple (html) programming skill. 

Claims 5-7, 17-21 , 29, 38, 39, 41-54, as best understood, are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bates et al. (2003/0188263). 

Regarding Claims 5-7, Bates teaches that displays and results can be selected 
particularly (See paragraphs 0018, 0020, 0062, 0072, 0093, 0097, 0112, 0136). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art to provide any desired selection 
(such as available content, unavailable content) in order to meet user's or programmer's 
choices involving simple (html) programming skill. 



Application/Control Number: 10/747,698 Page 23 

Art Unit: 2163 

Regarding Claims 29, 46, 54, Bates teaches a manner of displaying percentage 
of targets visited (See paragraphs 0141, 0142, 0152). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to use percentage of targets visited as a category to 
provide "purposeful omission" or omit particular category (visitors percentage, number 
of viewers) of results in order to meet user's or programmer's choices involving simple 
(html) programming skill. 

Regarding Claims 17, 18, 38, 39, 41-45, 47-53, Bates teaches that displays and 
results can be selected particularly (See paragraphs 0018, 0020, 0062, 0072, 0093, 
0097, 01 1 2, 01 36). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skilled in the art to 
provide "purposeful omission" or omit particular category (e.g. unavailable, 
advertisements, adult content, video, audio) of results in order to meet user's or 
programmer's choices involving simple (html) programming skill. Further, there are 
many software programs nowadays available in market such as anti-virus, filter, firewall, 
or password entry portal for allowing users to pick their selected categories of URLs. 
Such limitations are not novelty. 

Regarding Claim 19-21, advertisements are well known including pop-up, pop- 
down, and media (video, audio) advertisements. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Dresden (2005/0055340) discloses neural-based Internet search 
engine. Bernhart et al. (2004/0220897) discloses a system, method, and computer 
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software product for instrument control. Palmer et al. (6,990,628) discloses a method 
and apparatus for measuring similarity among electronic documents. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Examiner Wilson Lee whose telephone number is (571) 
272-1824. 

Papers related to the application may be submitted by facsimile transmission. 
Any transmission not to be considered an official response must be clearly marked 
"DRAFT". The official fax number is (571 ) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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